—R 


0 


"Animadvertions 


ON A 


DISCOURSE 


ERS OLE 


GOD*® WAYS 
D1SPOSING 


— ——— —— 
"th - 
— _—_—_—— 

—— 


KINGDOMS. 


Printed for W. Rayner, 1691. 


_—_— 


(3) 


— 


Animadvertions 


: O N 
A Diſcourſe of God's Ways of Diſpoſmg of 


Kingdoms. 

N of themſelves which the Right rcbemſeives, for fear 
Reverend and Learned Author rs wor _—— 

of the late Diſcourſe makes a Vertue in 

his Brethre», who have renounced the Benefit of that 

Prote&tion which this Government has extended to- 

wards them ; nothing has more promoted the: Intereſt of 


EXT to the Treachery of Men, ... 
who have not had that jealouſic Yonmns Nee of 


him, who, as ſame Great Mea inſinuate, ſtill remains our 


Rightful King, than an obſtinate Juſtification of all the 
Follies and Flatteries of ſome Clergy-men, at a time, 
when in their Tantivy ſpeed to Preferments, they not 
only trampled upon the Perſecuted Difſenters ; but 
upon thofe Laws, which forbad their making Riots of 
Religious Meetings, and Statutes of Royal Edicts, or Pro- 
clamations. 

Rather than it ſhould be thought that they, who call 
themſelves the Church of —rs ; were to blame in theſe 


- Matters, and held Erroneous Opinions of Civil Power ; 


this Government, which is a reverſe to their DoCtrines, 
ſhall be maintained to be an Uſurpartion, either upon King 
James, or upon the People of Exeland; who invited their 

A 2 Deliverer 


( 4 ); 
Deliverer, and made the moſt ſuitable Acknowledgment 
of ſuch a Neliverarce. _ 

It is a Mclancholly Conſideration to think, how many 
are impoſed upon, by Dottrines made for no Lay-end 
whatever; and which-wil-{erve no Government, but 
what is againſt or aboye Law : if there come in ſuch 
pid lus conſent of Men, as the Learned and Judicious 
Eccl pot Mr. Hooker thought abſolutely neceſſary for the 

making of Laws ; this-conſent either mult loſe the 
nature of conſeat,or want Authority : tor fear ſome Clerg y- 
men {hould be condemn'd tor having aſcribed to Princes 
thoſe Powers which were never given or allowed 'by the 
conſent of the Nation : and it one who exerciſed ſuch an 
Illegal Power, be D:fpoſſeſſed againſt his will; Allegiance 
mult be transferred to another, {till without Humane Con- 
{cnt; for otherwiſe Paſſive Obedience. to no Law, could 
not revive again, and be tranſplanted. 

Nor could thoſe Divines, whoſe DoCQtrines encouraged 
the late King to attempt what occaſioned his Abdication, 
have expeRedto makeAtonement by the Difficulties which 
they and their Partizans might bring upon the Succeſſor ; 
and yet hope to impoſe upon him, as if they were the 
only, Loyal Mez. 


If they were as Paſſive themſelves, when their Loyalty 


comes to be tried, as they would have others be, it were 
{omethiog ; but, they who take to themſelves all the Pri- 
vitedges belonging to Gods . Lot , or Pecaliar Inheritance, 
Se dubll vc; HE ke the Mean of Kent ; who having O 
Parker's Antiq.. oled Hu ul am I. after the reit of the Nation 
Brie.Dicit Can- had ſubmitted to him, would have it,, that 
ed on toſs Co all but themſelves were, a conquered People. 
witatu de Jure deber de gjuſmodi gravamine eſſe liber, qusa dicit quod Contitatus 
. alle, ut reſiduum Angle, nunquam fuzt Conqueſius. 


No refpe&. to any Man's Perſon or Charafter, ought 
to come 1in Competition with the Duty which we owe 
| Our 
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ee (3) 
our Country { on the contrary; While the Errors of Men, 
Grtat for Name of Learning, or Pomp of Office, derive 
Authority from their Perſons ;- thoſe Errors or Artifices, 
which tend to the Prejudice of the moſt valuable Intereſt 
of Men, as'united mn Socteties ; ought to be treated with 


the greater Freedom, and with that Contempt or Laugh- 


ter, which'is due to the Folly, or the Diſguiſe.” . 

That the World may judge of the Merits of thoſe Noti- 
ons, which are vented under the Venerable Authority of 
the L - 4 —— aad, as it ſhould be thought, with {ſuch 
a charitable Deſign, as becomes that Office. I ſhall, 

1..As far as they are conſiſtent, and hang together, 
give a true Repreſentation of them, with their plain and 


_ dire& Conſequences. 


2. Shall ſhew their Inconfiſtencies. | 

}. Their Doubtfulneſs and Ambiguity ; as if intended 
to ſerve either Lrince or. People, and to. impoſe upon 
both. bo 14/72 Db 1 | 

4- The Weakneſs of the Reaſoning, want of Author:- 
ty, and groſs Miſtakes, in relation to-'thoſe: Rights of 
Princes, which he would infer from Paſſages, or Omiſſians, 
in Sacred or other Writings./' '- | D097 1 

5. That the ſhew of Reading, and the Poſitions 'are 
wholly beſide the' Cuſhion 3 not applicable to rhe:Confti- 
tution'of this Government, nor to'the-preſent Debate: 

1. The manifeſt Scope ofthe Book, is to | 
prove, or rather to maintain, by the Au-' A Rfreſprram 
thority of the Perſon, + without Proof, that &rine. 
all Kingdoms are diſpoled by Gods immedi- ,, _- 
ate Act, without the allowable Interpoſition 
of any, but Soveraign Princes, and that P: 32- 
the Acts of all others have az original Nullity, 

Upon which I may make this general Reflection, te 
juſtitie my Anti-Title, | It As proceeding from the 
Free W.lls-of Soveraign Princes, are no Qbjections again{t 


Gods 


(6) 
Gods Diſpoſal of Kingdoms ſo far by his immediate AR, 
as that himſelf confers the Power by his fole Authority ; 
neither would what proceeds, warrantably,from the Free 
Will of the People, be leſs Gods ACt, or have his Authori- 
ty leſs immediately from his Gift. But how much ſoever 
God Almighty influences Mankind in the Choiſe of their 
AQtons, we mult ſuppoſe that they a&t with Freedom, 
even inthe Changes of Kingdoms and States; or otherwiſe 
we mult impute to the Almighty thoſe Crimes, by which 
Changes are ſometimes brought about : which to ſurmile, 
were Blejphemy. And if Changes are made according to 
natural Equity, and more eſpecially the known Rights of 
any Kingdom, agrocable to that Equity, and allowed of, - 
and exerciſed as there has been occaſion in all times, from 
the firſt Erection of the Kingdom; we may well ſay, 
that thoſe Acts of ſuch a free Peaple, which God permits, 
and blefles with Succels, are by, and with, his Authority. 

What, _ Rights and a DE —_— 

| | God Almighty with the People of this 
ow = wp _ ory for the Profervacion of their ancient 
jeion, Regiment, and Laws, it is not needful here 
to prove: but it is neceſſary to ſhew, in their proper 
Colours, thoſe Arts, or in Truth, Weakaelles of Cler- 
gy-men, whereby they would bring in God Almighty 
to Authorize the Contrariety, of their avowed Princt- 
ples to the Right of this Government; and of their 
AQtions to any Principles, but ſuch as may free them 
from Slavery to their Promiſes or Oaths; and at the ſame 
time might ecaſlave all others: as if their Freedom were 
purchaſed at this Price, and were the Reward of ſuch 
Merits. 

I cannot but ule this Book of one of ſo ſetled a Reputa- 
tion for learning, as a Demonftration, that it is —y 
for their own Sakes, as well as for the Good of Mankind, 
that Clergy-men ſhould not, in theſe Matters, e' ys 

eyon 
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ond mhat i writtex in our Law: If Tam thought to 

expoſe the Nakedneſs of a Spirituat Father, I doubt nor, 

but it will be pardonable, if not meritorious, when it 
is to preſerve the Chaſtity and Freedom of our common. 

Parent. 

The Subje&t of the Book being of the Diſpoſal of King- 
doms, and conferring of Fower , the Meaſures of Power, 
or manner of enjoying it, might ſeem not to fall within the 

10n; and yet it will appear that here lyes the Hinge 
of the Controverfie : for if the Government of - Eng/and 
be in King, Lords, and Commons ; then, ,,, | 
whatever Difterence there be + the Modus jen;  pacis de mo- 
habendi poteſtatems, © the manner m- which - do babends potefta- 
the Sovereignty,or abſolute Power, where- - 
by the Nation is governed, is enjoyed ; the King may, 
as Grotans has it,tx partem non ſuam involare, «© ſeize upon, 
or nfarp that part of the Soveraignty which does not be- 
long to him : or to ſpeak ſtrictly (as the Soveraignty is m- 
divifible,, though enjoyed by ſeveral he may take to him - 
_ ſelf alone, what the laws have communicated! ro him ant 
to others. 

And there would be no manner of Conſequence, . that a 
Conqueſt over the King, ſhould, ipſo fatto, transfer the 
Domumion to the Conqueror, 1o, far as to 
make the Subjefts () Sheves, unleſ-rhey WE,29 13/21, 
obtain Conditions from the Conqueror, queſt over another, 
whnch is maintain'd in this Book. ro PE, — 
others Dominions, he makes theorhers SubjeAs become his Subjes, or hisSlaves, 
4 they come in: upon Conditions, or at. the Will of the Conqueror. 


And: whereas the- learned Author prerends that he has 
ſufficiently provided againſt the Charge of Reg 
(by Novelty, by the Number of Authorities © V* Fre 
(to.no-purpoſe,. as Þ ſhall ſhew) F challenge him ro bring 
- Author of clear Credit, who holds any thing like 
this. 


Take 


(8) 
Grot. de Jure bell, T take Grotius to have given:a much 
RL Impe- fafer Rule in this, and yet to have gone to 
rium vidori acqui- the utmoſt Stretch, when he ſays, © Do- 
7 vel tantum ute. © minion may be acquir'd by a Conqueror, 
De & tunc in © either only ſo muchas 1s in the King or 
ejus duntaxat jus © other Ruler - and then he ſucceeds _ 
0 whe 7 to his Right, and no farther : orallſo fo 
popule eſt, &. much as 1s in the People, 

All the Right of the People -Gyoti«s ſuppoſes not to be 
acquired meerly by a Victory over the Prince; where the 
Prince had not the Soveraignty abſolutely and folely in 
him: and that in ſuch Caſe the Conqueror ſucceeds only 
to that Right which the other had : that is, to a Govern- 
ment according to the Laws of that Country. But our 
Reverend Author is expreſs, That though the 
Prince that is diſſeized was obliged by that Law 
while he was tn Poſſeſſion, it never was a Law to the Prince 
that s now in his Place. 

And thus by the Conqueſt of a Prince, limitted by 


Laws, according to him, the Conqueror would not only 


P. 49. 5o. 


acquire all the Power which the Law gave the other ; but . 


would be let into a Power by Gods Gitt, without any le- 
gal Limits. | 

But this Suppoſition, as it 15 wholly precarious, 1s very 
abſurd; in any Government where the Sovereignty. 1s 
communicated to more than one, 

And how 1t 1s in Exglazs, next to the Determination of 
our Law-makers, who are the Judges ordained by God, 
recourſe ought to be had ro Men, whoſe Profeſſion it is, 
to be acquainted with the Laws and Hiſtory of the Go- 
vernment ; but the D:w2ze thinks himſelt infignificant, if 
he cannot, like the Pope of Rome, hook-in Civil Power, 
and the Deciſion of its Rights, zz Ordine. ad Spiritualia ; 
and therefore ſome Rule muit be found out, common to 
all Soveraign Princes or Kings, as ſuch; and that Rule 
muſt be oue of which Divines may. be allowed to he the 
molt competent Judges ,or Interpreters. Wherc- 
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Whereas, therefore this Author reſolves all Gods ways 
of conferring Power. 1. Into the Right of the Firſt Pa- 
rents, called Patriarchical. 2. Conquelt. : 3. God's Nomi- 
nation. 4. Conſent of the People. 

1. He makes thoſe Rights, which belong to one who 
was King by Divine Nomination, equally to'belong to all 
of them. For, ſays he, ; 

David; as being 4 Prophet inſpired, beſt knew. the 
P. 4 : : 2 
Mind of God, and his ways of dealing with Mankind. 
And David, as being called to be a King, by the immediate 
Deſignation of God, beſt knew what belonged to that Digni- 
ty. His word therefore is oz all accounts a ſufficient Proof. 

He is indeed there ſpeaking of the Exaltation 
to Power, but either the Exaltation is all that be- 
longs to the Power, and then there is only a Name with- 
out Power till Man has conſented ; or elſe by what #e- 
longs to the Dignity, he means all its Rights, or the 
Rights of Sovereignty. Whatever therefore was a Right 
of Sovereignty in Davzd, 1s according to him the Right 
of all Kings, as ſuch ; becauſe David was a King by the 
immediate deſignation of God. 

And therefore where one who is called Kzng 
has not ſuch a Right of Sovereignty, as he ſup- 
poſes to be common to all Kings, he will have the Govern: - 
ment to be properly a Commonwealth. 

Wherein he has thought fit to explain the myſtery, 
how it came to paſs that all who hold Their preſent 
Majeſties Right to this Government, after the Declara- 
tion of the States of the Kingdom, upon the late King's 
breach of the Original Contract, and Abdication; are run 
down as Republicans, and Enemies to the Monarchy ; 
though they are the only Men who would preſerve it to 
Their preſent Majelties. 

And it is not an unpleaſant ſtory, for the truth of 
which I will not vouch ; That when a Man was recom- 
mended to a Place of very great Truſt, though he had 
been 


P. 18, 19. 


been a conſtant Companion of them who Cabald __ 


their Majefties ; this being obje&ed, his Patron {hould 
ſay, O Sir! he is a Friend to the Monarchy. 

2. As with this High Monarchical Author, the Rights 
of all Sovereign Princes and Kings, as ſuch, are equal ; 
he is not {hy of letting the World know what Their 
Right is; and that it 1s a Right to make the 
SubjcAas Slaves : or in other words of his own, 
to dowith them and theirs what they pleaſe. 

For that he tells us is the Right of War, or of a 
Conqueror ; and all Kings have the ſame Right, or elſe 
what David ſhews to have belonged to the Dignity, would 
not be a Rule to this day. 

3. One would think that the conſent of Men who are 
at liberty to diſſent, proceeds from their Choice ; and that 
they who chuſe one. to reign over them who had no Right 

p.x; beforethat Choice, give himthe Kingdom ; and 

Þ.;; Fhatthis (as himſelf calls it) 15 the Ad of Man, 
© and merely an Human AG. 

But if this were only an Human Act, then the Govern- 
ment would be founded in Corrrat, if it was not given 
in an abſolute manner; and the King that was choſen 
might be no other ſort of Soveretgn than Humane Laws 


P. 20. 
P. 64. 


made him. Wherefore it 1s neceſlary that. this meer Hu- 


mane Act ſhould not be a meer Humane A, but ſhould be 
ſpiritualiz'd to come within Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction ; 
and that the Authority ſhould be. immediately from God 
only; and become ſuch an Authority as he gives a King 
of his own Nomination, or one to whom he has given 
the Kingdom, in way of Judgment, upon an Appeal to 


him, and Tryal by Battle. = 


To get clear of the troubleſom ObjeQtion here, yo 
muſt underſtand, that there are but two grounds for their 
Election : 1.Real Merit in the Perfon choſen. 2. Favour 
towards him. Where there is Real Merit, they 


P13 could not go beſide him in their Choice, they took 
him as one alfeady choſen of God. As 


(11) 

As to Fayour, whereby they prefer one be- 
fore others of as much Merit, :t 5s the ſame 

eat God who rules the roaring of the Sea, and the multitude 
of the People. 

But it the Tranſlators of the Bible were as well 
Skill'd in the Hebrew, and rightly rendred it 
ramult or madneſs of the people ; the moſt tumul- _— 
tuous, irregular and undue Elettion, would by this be 
aſcrib'd to God as his immediate a&t. | 
.. But whether the Choice were regular or cn they 


Flh. 


it ſeems were not free to chuſe, or not to chuſe. 
1 _ And as the Poet has it 
7 Thus like a Pris ner in an Iſle confind, 


May walks at large, a Pris'ner in his mind ; 

Wills all his Faults, while Heaw'n th Indiftment draws, 
And pleading Guilty, juſtifies the Laws. Dryden. 
And according to our B , Where Men thought 
they exercis'd a Free Faculty given them by God ; the 
| / Man of Merit took their SubjeCtion as his Right, be- 
| cauſe God had mark'd him out as their King ; which 
[ -vould warrant the Ufurpations of any Man, who could 
/ latter himſelf into a perſwafſion that he merited to be 


| 


| King. 

But where they choſe without Merit, it ſeems it was 
Choiſe without liberty to diſſent , and conſequently tho? 
11s Choice were a finful a&, as ſometimes it might be ; 


/ 
NE et he who makes God the Author of the Choice by 


is immediate At,makes him the Author of the Sin.(a) 
Rut as the Choice of the People 1s made no Choice ; 
ery little room is left by this Author even tor that 
» Choice. For, 

1. Where a Kingdom 1s Hereditary, there _ _ 
:e Anceſtors conſented once for all following * ** 


encrations ; and then though the Heir who Claims by 
'a) Pf. Elem. Furis prud. Pp. 1. Def 1. Attiones humane dicuneur 'aftiones bom 


" valuntarie, cum 1mputatione effettuum. 


D Deſcent 


(a) P. 16. For the De- 
rivation of that Right to 
their Perſons, they owe 1t 
only to God; for it comes 
ro them by their Birth, 
and they owe their Birth) 
only to God. 


(6)Pag. 15. Sect. 25. 

(c) Pag. 19. This //ays 

he) can be underftood of 
nothing elſe bur rhe Con- 
queſt of one Prince over 
2n other. This which 
ſeems there to be only a 
Conqueſt over the Prince, 
he ſoon advafices to 4a 
Conqueſt over the Nation ; 
For thereby (he ſays) God 
makes the others Subjects 
become his Subjects or 
Slaves, accordingly as they 
come in,C9c.God's " nnages 
down one being here ex- 
tendable to all caſes of 
removals, even by Death, 
or ceſſion, he, Pag. 49. 
finds it needful to inſi- 
nuate 4s if he had proved 
3n SeCt.26. only That Con- 
gueſt 1s the way by which a 
Kingdom 1s taken from a 
Sovereign Prince again(t 
his will. 

(ad) Pap. 11. 

(e) Pag. 20. He makes 
the others Subjets become 
his SubjeRts or Slaves, ac- 
cordingly as they come in 
upon Conditions or with- 
out. 


(12) 


Deſcent from the firit Monarch, | ſhould bea natural Fool 
or Mad-man ; God has given him the Kingdom for a per- 

; petual Inheritance : and all the as of 
the People alone, to ſet him aſide be- 
fore his actual Poſleſſion, are a mver 
zullity : they can acquire no right 


againſt that which God: alone has 
given the Prince, by reaſon of his 
(4) Birth. 

2. As the Succeſſion is continued 
to the Heir of the Family, (6) without 
other Human Aft than the firſt conſent;if 
the Crown be taken from the Heir of 
the Family, and another comes to en- 
joy it, *tis God who (c) = down one, 
and ſets up another ; and in all caſes 
where God does this, it is by Conqueſt, 
and can be no otherwiſe underſtood. 
And in the caſe of Conqueſt, no con- 
ſent of the People is required , but 
[ thereby ] God pats one tn poſſeſſion of 
the other's Dominions, before the Peo- 
pleexpreſs any conſent to receive him 
tor their Prince : and tho? the Con- 
queror ſhould condeſcend to make 
them his Sabjetts, they are his Slaves 
by right of War. Should they capi- 
tulate with their Swords in their 
Hands,while the Event of a Warwhich 
they might threaten,were doubtfal;Yet 
God has given them 'up for (e) Slaves, 
they have no Right to capitulate, but 
in their very capitulating, reſiſt God's 
Ordinance, while they would put Li- 


mitations upon a Prince who by a Right given of God 


ought to be. Abſolute ; and extort by force a 


Promiſe, 
perhaps, 


| - 5: C88 | 
perhaps, 'to obſerve, the Laws: of the; Country, from one 
.to. whom they ever were nor ought to he Laws, 
Here our Srate-Caſuifts would find theſe Flaws in the 
Claim which the Subjects might make to their Ancient 
Freedoms. | | 

1. The Prince his Promiſe is but the Grant of one in 
full. Poſſeſſion of an Abſolute Power ; and the Sovereign 
Power cannot bind it ſelf. | "8 54S 

2.; It cannot ſhave the nature of a binding Contra& ; 
becauſe the People were but Slaves. at the time of the 
ContraQt. 

| 3. The Terms are extorted by force. | a1 

4. God Almighty has, prior to 'any conſent of the 
People, entruſted the Prince with an Abſolute Power, 
which he muſt exert Ko neceſſity ; and has made him 
the Judge of the neceflity. 

Since therefore, — to Men of theſe Notions, 
cdl L was £00 eror, and the late. Ki coef 10 
the Right of the-Conqueror ; 1t 1s pretty: plain, that the 
Fancik of the Diſperfng Power, rar" j. hes Reds 
the Union between the'late King and his Subjects ME 
to a State next to 4 Diſſolution; had it not fell *' * 
heavy upon the Clergy,, who always intended to ex- 
empt themſelyes from the Conſequences. of their own 


Doctrine. | __ 
3. But ſuppoſe the Conqueror or his Heir ſhould uſe 
the Right of Conqueſt over his Subjets, and make them 
his Slaves, . notwithſtanding former Conceſſions ; the 
People are by this Author tied up. from freeing Ss 
themſelyes, , He ſays; indeed . very truly,” If 2 
Prince will have uo Law bat his Willgf he tramples and oppreſ- 
. ſeth his People, their Patience will, not hold ont” always, they 
will at one time or other ſhew themſelves to be but Men. | 
But may they ſhew themſelves to be Men? No, God 
forbid !' What, ſhall Slaves rebel becauſe they are uſed 
as Slaves ? It is enough that they are allowed _ and 
ears 


I 34 / 


Tears, the Arms,.of the Church :, if the Prayers are in 


ChlfeliFordh, Pe Tears flow rt 
Firs 


God will 


0nd i orites, 
to:them'4 Dehvere il fame Þbtcis; 


Soveretgn P. mr ti then they mult waſ,\-10 110 2197; 


'-.- - "And fort 


heir Comfort; though” all thetr'Priveed- 


P32 ;nzs towards their Deliverance by War, have'# O- 


rigina/ Nallityeven oak on np Y 
how preat ſocyerthe'Oc 
need not be very ſcrupulous. . 


"'P. 45. He bath difco- 
vered an Hoſtile Mind 
towards the Profoyers of 
#t. Na Patendort allows . 
SubjeFs to uſe, even an 
abjolute Prince as gn E- 
nemny, if he - diſcover 
an Hoftile Mind towardr 
them. Nay, allows this to 


' 


Invitation fa Eoraigh Prijce, 
10n be; yet a'Forra gh Pritice 


" Tf he be of their Religion, \and they 
are perſecuted upon the Acount of their 
Religion ; their Perſecutor having dif- 
covered an Hoſtste' Mind againſt all of 
the Religion, this. 15:2 "Cauſsof War, 
which will juſtifie the Arms of a; Fo- 


rergn Prince. 


any one, whom the Prince thus caits out of the Number of his Subjects, Pufend,. 


Elim. Furiſprud. P. 340. 


But Religion 1s not to be preferve& by 
15 not Canonically ordigned,” or Conſecrated, 


| 


any Sword, that 


vi 54 If a Foreign Prince ſee himſelf 7» extream Day- 
. 36. ger of fa fering an intolterable Injury, by another 
5 


Prince's Opprefſion of 


own People, (though God had given 


14; them up for. Slaves) then he may make an oper 
' attual Invaſion, in Defence of another Kzngs Subjetts ; 
but rather to. ward oft the Injury which he was'in daxger 


of | ſo ering. 


But this Rule is not limitted to an intolerable Injury ; 


P 24. . Princes hays no 
ether way to right them- 
ſelves for the leaſt Injury. 

P. 3o. Their + Rights 
and Injurses are ine pa- 
rably Joyned with thoſe of 
thetr Kingdoms and Na- 
trons, &c. They muſt im- 


but may be extended to juſtifiea War, 

upon the receiving, or fearing the /ea 

Injary ; and it 1s not only Lawful, but 

a oy to* God, for the Sakes of their 

ny ubjects, to right themſelves by 
ar. 


iſt upon. thoſe Reights, with which God hath entruſted them for others, mare than 


themſelves : It 1s not only their Tatereſt, but thetr Duty ſd to do. © 


» 


-- But 


(15) 

' But the Sufferings of the People: of other Nations, are 

| then only to be relieved by a Foregiz Prince; when he has a 

particular Intereſt, or Cauſe of his own, and receives im- 
mediate Prejudice thereby, or fears that he may. 

Indeed, when zt 4 weceſſary to do this for þ , , cc. 
themſelves ; then they ought to do it mach the neceſſary, (5c. 
rather for the Sakes of their oppreſſed Brethrey : 46 | 
no ſufficient Cauſe, it ſeems, 'is to be found in that com- 
mon Relation between Mankind, upon _ . ' 
which alone, Grotizs and others, would ;; rogwuny pp 
juſtifie the Heroes of Paſt Ages; who have Set. 6. Poſtrema, la- 
undertaken the Deliverance of oppreſſed jUm9ue patens a 
N ations, meerly for the Sake of common conjunttio, que vel 
Humanity, and' as they were fit Objects Jo ad opem feren- 
of their Compaſſion. me. 

They who confine De/ivereys to ſelfiſh Ends, ſeem tc 
envy them their greateſt Glory ; or to have been ſo ſordic 
themſelves, as to have had no Idea of this Vertue : an 
like Mr. Hobbs, to draw a Scheme of Humane Natui 
from too ſolitary a Dwelling at Home.. 

Whatever Latitude was given to warrant the Exped: 
tions of Soveraigns, here they are, confined : becaule per 
haps ſome could not imagine that they ſhould take Plea- 
ſure in what is fo diſintereſted. But tor Subjects, 
how much ſoever opprefled, they have no Right to 
make War without Leave of their Prince. None 161. 
have Right of making War, but they that are.in Soveraign 
Power. Whoeyer, it ſeems, is in Soveraign Power, though 
he be not the Supream, or Chief" in Power, he is no: Sub- 
ject : and you may be ſure the Prince will never give./his 
SubjeQs leave to make War againſt himſelf. 

It muſt therefore be ſome Foreign Soveraign Prince, 
who makes War againſt the oppreſſiug Prince ; otherwiſe 
the War is not ny unjuſt, but -o Rrght can be 
accquired by Succels: there 45 an original Nullity in 
all the Proceedings. | 


F. .3d. 


Ver 
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Very good! But let us-now apply this” to our preſent 
0 


Caſe, that we may come out of the Clouds. ' To make the 
Diſcourſe pertinent, it muſt be admitted, that a War was 


made upon the late King, while he continued King, and 


that he was 4ipoſſeſſed againſt his Will. 

_ Here I would ask this ſerious-Queſtion : Is not our De- 
tverance, and = Settlement of the COON, raoned 
TM | thereby, - not only. condemned, = but ren- 
= La coor dered 4 meer Naliey, by the plain Conlſe- 
which has been rece;- quence of this DoQtrine, 1inſinuated as the 
ne _ '+ ani Do&rine of the Church of Exglazd ? 
Evgland, — All muſt agree, that Kzng W illiam, whilc 
che Reformation, he was but Prince of Orange, and Stadhol- 

| - der of Holland, was invited over by many 
of the Nobility, Gentry, and Clergy of this Land ; that 
Itis Arms were joyned by Men of al Orders, immediate- 


. ly upon his Landing ; that he was, upon the late King's 


Withd rawing, petitioned to accept the Adminiſtration of 
the Government, and after that, freely choſen, toge- 
ther with his Princeſs, to ſupply the vacant Throne: with- 
out any Force offered by him to the late King, or the 
People ; -much leſs ſetting up for himſelf, and compelling 
them to declare him King. 

This I take to be the true State of the Queſtion ; but if 
-we ſuppole ſuch a State of it, as may make the B— 

' Diſcourſe conſiſtent, and to purpoſe, it muſt be ad- 
mitted. 

1. That all they who invited the Prince to affiſt 
them, departed from 'the Doftrine of the Church ot 
Emgland. : : 

'2. That however, he having had Succeſs, thereby 1m- 
mediately became rightful Kyng : and that all who were 
for the Regency, or oppoſed his being Kang, — de- 
parted from the DoQtrine of the Church of Exglard. 

" But upon the true State of the Caſe, there may natu- 


rally ariſe theſe two Queſtions,not here to mention _ 
| I, 1E« 


a lnmmmnn 


m— Foo xwogy; 


b— 


wr] | 
. I, Whether, if King James WIE CONGUORPOs 'tpig, P.49. 
it was by the then, Prizce of Orange, or by the” |. 
People of 'Exg/and ?- and whether the Prince, or the. Peo- 
ple, ' took the Dominion from the late King, againſt his 
Will? | | 
2. : Whether the Deliverance, in which his preſent Maje- 
fy was ſo gloriowlly inſtrymental, was, according to this 
Diſcaurſe,by a Soyeraign Prince ? That our King was not 
a Soveraign Prince, barely as Stadholder of Holland, mult 
be granted ; and then as to the Principallity of Orazge, 
even according, to. this Book, though the Cauſe of, War 
betweeh, the French Kzng and the States,or their Sradbolder, 
were unjuſt on that King's ſide ; yet it was not oz/y lawful, 
but a Duty for. the Subjetts, of that Principality,. 70 K 
obey the French Kzng : Nay,the Government, is lo far 
ſerled in that King, that we are to preſume a Right; for,ſays 
he,Whereſoever this is once ſetled, whether by length of 
time, or eve ſooner, FA general Conſent of - the Peo- 
ple ; there it ought to be. preſumed there is a Right, at leaſt 
there ought to be no farther Diſpate of it. | 
But the Principallity of Orange is now ſetled in the 

French King,. by a general Conſent of the haraſſed People : 
his'Right to jt- therefore is not to. be diſputed, _ 

_ Farther. yet, if that Principallity were feudatory to 
France ;, then bythe Feudal Law it was ſubject to Fortei- 
ture, for the Fautt of the Owner : and then, according 
to the Diſcourſe, he was no Soveraign Prince ; tor 

all Soveraign Princes, as they have their Authority © 
from God, [0 they are only, accountable to.him.. 
"2, Perhaps it may” be laid, chat my .Quelt;= I=con/fen: 
'0ns here are not properly applied, they belong- 
ing to his Notion of Conqueſt ; whereas our Caſe is not of 
a Conqueſt, but of an Evidion and. a Deliverance thereup- 
on : which leads'me to his Inconliſtencies. | | 
© - Bur T' muſt premiſe, that no Man can avoid his own 
Poſitive Allertigns, by contradicting himſelf cl{ewhcre, 

1 / ELL ' 
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eſpecially by Coutradiftions' to'the very Groutd-work 
and Foundation Wlnch'he. lays. The only way to Merit | 
on ga of dangerous Poſitions, - is ingetiuoully toretract i 
them. 


Beſides, as he denies the Right of Conqueſt to any, but 

one who was a Sovereign Prizice before ; 10 he denies him 

the Right of a Deliverer, not allowing him to-make War 

for a= Deliverazce. So that adrmit he were conſiſtent 

throughout, yet my ſecond queſtion would deſerve an 

anſwer. 

But in truth it will appear, that either a Deliverey is one, 
who but calls, or ſuffers himſelf to be calld a Deliverer, 
when he is a real Conqueror; orelſe his Notion herein is 
a direct Contradiction to his Fundamental Poſitions, and 

the manifeſt Drift of his Arguments ; or rather Aftirma- 
10ns; for perhaps his Book 1s as 1mproperly call'd -a D/- 

coarſe, 'as any that has come outa good whule. 

If, ſays he, another Prince, having a juit cauſe a 
of War, « ſo far concerned for an oppreſſed People, 
as to take them into his care; and to declare that he makes 
War for their Deliverance : The Effect of this War, though 
we may call it a Conquieſt, becauſe it has a Reſtmblance of ir, 
yet it cannot be” properly ſo in any reſpect, 8c. As 70 the 
Prince on whim it is made, it is,properly an Eviction, -by 
the juſt Sentence of God, &c, As to the People, it 
cannot be a Conque#t over them, who are ſo far = 
having the War made again#t them, that it was maae chiefly 
for their Sakes. If there be any Pretence of a Conqueit, it 
is only over them that were their Oppreſſors. But as for them 
that were oppreſſed, it makes all together on their ſide, ſo 
that they are the Conquerors in Effett , for they have the 
Benefit of it : And he that obtain'd this for them, hath a 
much more gloridis Title than that of a Conqueror ; for he 
zs properly their Reſtores and Deliverer., And elſewhere 
he ſays, Though one may Conquer and arive out a1 
Oppreſſing Prince, he niay have no Right of C _ 

US 
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This ſeems very. plauſible, but either is a downright 
1 


Contradiftion to his Fundamental Poſition ; or is none 
of the ways, in which, according to him, Ged diſpoſes of 
a Kingdom, when he puts down one Prince and ſets up 
another ; for, according to him, inall caſes where God 
does this; immediately upon the Conqueſt of the Prince, 
the Conqueror [therehy,] in vertue of that Conqueſt, is by 
God put into Poſſeſſon of the others Domintons : , FP 

he makes the others Subjects, become his SubjetFs, or niſcour(e 
Slaves; Accordingly, as they come in, or ſub- P 56, 57- _ 
mit : and it is their Duty to obey him before he Nocouents/ 
has their Conſept. So p28. 

Farther yet he ſays, Conqueit being the way by 
which a Kingdom or Dominion « taken from a 
Sovereign Prince- agatnit bis Will, and by which another 
Prince gets into hjs Poſſeſſion : as often as this happens, ther: 
ariſes a quetion betweew the two Princes, whether of them 
hath a Right to the Kingdom or Dominion. 

'This he will have to be decided by the P:50.7har can 
Law of Nations, a Law common/to both : for 2 be the Law 
the Law of the Land , he holds that to be a 7," 8; 
Law to neither . Spare » aa ns Prince that 
ablig'd by that Lat while be was in Poſſeſſion ; yet now it ſeems bes Yor -»ary ie 
never #454 Lato to the Prince that 1 now in hy place. bb - 


Vid.inf. p 49. 


Where the People may take this for their Comfort, that 
if the Prince diſpoflefiedt or evicted, ſhould be reſtored 
again; he will come back freed from all the Laws of the 
Country: Nor is the Prince, who Conquers him, a. Re+ 
ftorer of thoſe Laws, eo.mome, as he is 2 Delivercy ; for 
whatever the Aſſurances might' have been, to induce the 
People to aife{t him, or not to aflilt the other ; they are 
his Slaves, tall he. has condeſcendcd to grant them Liberty 
upan- their coming, an; 'or\ſubmniing after he has. con- 
quered-their Vrance, : or. ctelvvered them from his Perſon : 
ut. as; te the Qppretſions,. what, might have been an Ulſur- 

| 2 Paton 
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pation in their Legal Kzzp, would: be but Right of War 
1n a Detiverer, © And thuslif the Reſtorey or - Deliverer 
WRC other, the Deizverer and Conqueror differ not, 
as to the Right which they acquire, or in Reality, but in 


name. 'The Eviction was by God's Sentence; the 
eftect of which, he ſays, # a juſt Congueſt. 
'And it he be conſfiftent with himſelf, he muſt agree, 
that however the People » pleaſe themſelves ' with the 
ſound of the word, the Deliverer may by 
right of War, do with them'and theirs what he 
pleaſes : for thus he makes the right of War in all caſes, 
where a War is made upon their Prince for juit cauſe; and 
the Deliverer is one. whom he ſuppoſcs'to have had a ju#t 
+. Cauſe of: War: but where the Fuftice of "the Way 
ry 65-Sect. 48." 5; certain, the Right of a Conque#t ht takes to 
bg be clear. And it we conſider what he ſays, 
againſt a Deltiverer's acquiring. the Right of War, we 
may ſcethat it is nor with intent of oppoing,' if he infiſts 
upon that:Right. . 5d 1 © | 40S 
"P57 1;  The'Peopleiare the Conquerors i» effect, 
-97:/%* becauſe they have the Benefit of it ;'but if thar 
Benefit is denied, they are not Conquerors in effet#. 

2. He ſays it has always beex judged by.the People of God, 
that fuch' an one as he deſcribes, - is not properly a- Con- 
queror : but mark his Proot, we have the Example of the 
tewiſh Church in: the time of Alexander the - Great. T 
need not obſerve that this is a- palpable ContradiQtion to 
4-1 Leres Our B—5 Letter about Faddus, * wherein 
ts be Shertock | he holds that the. Jewiſh Chuvreh fubmitred 
abour Jagdus, to Alexanaer as. coming in. 'by| Conque#t.' He 
V. 2d Fords gives other Examples of the like' Nature 
us a very good 11 Cyrs and Conftantine ; ' but what he ſays 
+ - ye aooprart of the laſt, runs through all, * zhough he had 
Fu r mak of acquired a Title by the Expulſion of thoſe Princes 
the Fewiſh  mho had beenOppreſſors ; and might have taken the 


Curch in bs Government upon him as a Conqueror;he did not. 
Age ; That it 


# lanful to ſubmit to a Prince that comes in by Conqueſt. #* P, 63. But 


P.27. ſo 23. 
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But the Titles which all theſe Delzverets acquired, tle 
Right which they might have us'd, was Conqueſt : and 
it they had thought fit to uſe the right of Conqueſt, ac- 
cording to himſelf, they were compleat Conquerors ; and 
if they loſt that Right, it was only for their Lenity. An 
admirable Admonition to. Princes to have a care of being 
too generous. 

Two of theſe Princes were Pagans; the third appears 
not to have been Chriſtened when he ſet this Example : 
And yet becauſe he held the (a) Firſt General Council, and 
gave the Clergy Secular Power ; he, by receding trom his 
Right, made a binding Law to reſtrain the Right of fol- 
lowing Princes. Oh! the ſtrength and weight of the 
Argument. (4) P. 69. | 

3. What has been obſerved under the former Head,might 
be enough to ſhew the doubtfulneſs 
and ambiguity of the Diſcourſe, as if IT end i 
intended to ſerve either Prince or Peo- 07 7 ER: 
ple, and to impoſe upon both. But '{ſometimies 1t 15 not 
unprofitable toſhew the ſame Notions in different Lights. 

One who comes to the Poſſeſſion of a Crown by Succeſs 
in War -over a Sovereign Prince, may think he has 
Right of Conqueſt ; for that, is aſcribed to all Princes 
whom God ſets up,upon diſpoifeſſing another. But then 

I. It js not enough to become a Prince by God's Gift 
of the Kingdom, but he muſt have been a Soverergz 
Prince before, or all is a xallity, God's Gift 1s void. 

2. He muſt be ſure nat to ſufter himſelf to be called a 
Deliverer, without Right of Conquelt : for if he were-ſluch 
3n 'one, he would not be a Prince of God's fctting up ; 
and therefore as he would maintain his Title from- God, 
he mult aflert the Right of a Conqueror. ' 

3. But call him Conqueror, Deliverer, or what you plcalc, 
the Diſcourſe founds his Right, upon the Dominions being 
taken from one againſt his Will ; and another's coming 
wnto P olleflion, It 
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If therefore both the one and the other be in ſome 
caſes the AQ of the People ; then he lays no Foundation 
for any Right of Conqueſt, but what will be an equal 
Right 11 all Conqueſts ; though the People be themſelves 
the Conquerors over themſelves. 

| Farther yet he. comforts Princes, That 

7 . though they ſhould be guilty of Breach of 
Faith, ot only to their People, but to God alſo, yet they 
may not therefore be depoſed by them. And yet he admits, 
That the Laws are the Bond of Union between 
Prince and People, and that by theſe the Prince 
holas his Prerogative. 

But the Breach of this Bond on the Prince's fide, by his 
Act, he will have only ſo to looſen the Union, that it 
may be next to Niſſolution. It ſeems there is ſome Scho)1- 
diſtinction between breaking a Bond, and dsſſolving a Bond. 
But one would think that when the is broken by 
the Prince, it is diffolved by the Prince ; and no'doubt he 
meant ſo, but thought not fit to ſay ſo. much. But per- 
haps, ſince he ſpeaks of a Sovereign Prince; according to 
his Notion of Sovereignty, he might believe that he may 
break his Faith or Promiſe, and yet not break the Law, 
becauſe his Will is the Law. | £O 
P. 7. SeR. 6. However he grants, That whoſoever difobtys 

or reſiſts the publick Order and Government of the 
Kingdom or State where he lives, he diſobeys or reſifts the 
Ordinance of God. 

The King therefore in a limited Government, where 
his Will is not a Law, nor can he diſpenſe with Laws; 
may himſelf diſobey the pablick Order and Government, And 
by tis breach of thoſe Laws by mhrch he holds his Preroga- 


P. 66. 


t;ve, and which are the Bond of Union between him ant 
his Subjects, may break or diffolve the Bond ; and then 
he is no more their King. And thus the People are de- 
cently Jet into the Sovereignty, and may make War 
againtt him without Rebellion : Nay, he who was their 
| | Prince 
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Prince till the Diſfotution of the Bond, reſiſts the ,pub/zct 
Order aud Government, if he gaes about to force himſelt 
upon them again. 

Which are the lucid Intervals, thoſe that bind up the 
"Peoples Hands in all caſes, unleſs Foreign- Princes inter- 
poſe ; or-thoſe that ſet them free by the Act and virtual 
'Ceſſion of their Kings, we: ſhall know. when. Elzas, or 
fomeother Great Prophet comes. But the Book ſeems not 
ſo-much to juſtihe ſubmitting to a Delzverer, as to con- 
demn them that have not the patience, 1n all caſes, tv 
wait God's time for railing up ſome Foreign Prince for 
their Deliverer. Nor have Men reaſon to flatter them- 
ſelves with the Notion of. a De/iverer, which has no 
Foundation in this Book : and if the Prince be a Deliverer, 
he muſt ſet up himſelf,or the People muſt ſet him up : For 
all that are of God's ſetting up, are Conquerors with Right 
of Conqueſt. 

Apain, the People may uſe'the formality of a Choice, 
-burit is no ſuch thing. in reality ; this Act was not meer/y 
humane, but divine. | oy 

And the Prince may think this God's immediate AQ ; 
and yet though he were a Conqueror, and had the Rizhe 
of Conqueſt given and adjudged to him (2). by God him- 
YHelf; this might have been by (6) -o more than the per- 
mfſrve Proviaence of God. 

4. It has appeared already, that he would have what 
David mentions, as belonging to the 
Royal Dizntty, to be a4 Rule in all ; The weakneſs of reaſon: 
Ages and Countries. But David ſays 5; ar Authority, 

and. groſs miſt akes, in re- 
of God Almighty, agreeably to what jarion to theſe Righes of 
I ſhall ſhew of the Donation. to Noah Princes which he woul. 
and his Sons, The Earth hath he given fe; Jon lalages = 
to the Children of Mex. Which cer- ther Writings. 
tainly comprehends Dominion as well 


(4) Vid. p. 18, Is 15 God that does this. 2. He does ut judicial. 

(b) P. 53. So it was-by thoſe Conqueſts that God removed Kings, and ſer up 
Kings ; though we ſee not that it was any. more than by the permutlive Prov:- 
dence of God? &c. 
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as Soil ; and is a Confutation of. his Notion of the Patriar- 
clucal Power. _ - 7 
| David ſays, God eſtabliſhed a Teſtimony in Jacob, and ap- 
pointed a Law in Iſrael. Here God was the Law-Maker, 
not the King ; as every Prince truly a Soverezga, accord- 
ing to the Notion which I oppoſe, is. B-. 
It appears that the Law, which -Dav#4- tells us Gog 
4, eſtabliſhed in Iſrael, had particular Clauſes 1i- 
Ved. Deut. x $-.tt # . 1928 
17. ver.18, Miting the Right of the King. Here at leaſt 
19, & was a Law of the true nature of a Contra&, 
ſperior to the King ; and that the Law of a State or King- 
dom : Will they allow the Law of the Kingdom to be thus 
ſuperwr to:their Sovereign ? "PF 

The Rolls of this Law ſome Jewiſh Rabbins affirm 
that their Kings deſtroyed. When therefore our Learned 
B ſhall produce an authentick Copy of the Law, or 

that -zaxzer of the Jewiſh Kingdom which S4a- 
1 9aM-25- mel wrote in a Book, and laid up before the Lord; 
lis Arguments from the Jewiſh Polity may deſerve Con- 
tideration : and yet what the preſent B—— of Worceſter 
{ays1n his Irexicam would have its due weight. - * 

Thoſe who plead the obligatory nature of Scripture-Exam- 
ples, muſt either produce the Moral Nature of 
theſe- Examples, or elſe a Rule binding us to 
follow theſe Examples : eſpecially when theſe Examples 
are brought to found a new poſitive Law obliging all 
Chriſtians. 


Tren. p. 13. 


| From hence he proceeds to treat of God's 
Vid. Þ.7. M3. mays of conferring Sovereign Power immediate- 
Ib Sect. 8. ly in the Patriarchs time. This (he ſays) at 
firſt was from God we are ſure; becauſe it was 
from the beginning of Mankind. The firſt Men that were 
born into the World, were all of Adam's Family. And /o 
were all that came after, till ſome of them went forth, as Cain 
aid, to make-Families for themſetves, | - 
Oblerve the reaſoning here, We are ſure it was from 
God, becauſe it was trom the beginning of Mankind. 
| Does 
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Does he mean here from the Creation of Man; from the firſt 
Multiplying or Infancy of the Subjes; or from their Maturity 
and years of Diſcretion. ? 31s 

If the firſt, then we are ſure Civil Polity, or Sovereignty, was not 
from the Beginning of the World : unleſs there was a King with- 
out a Subjet. The ſecond cannot be faid to be Subjects of a 
Civil Polity; and Pufendorf grounds the Paternal 
Power over them, upon their preſum'd Conſent, Pufend. Ele- 
But for the laſt, it would be no Conſequence, that 5", Kg _ 
becauſe they were Subjefts while they were not 71x: tron 
capable of Diſſenting; therefore they muſt continue ſo when 
they are at years of conſent. And if the Sovereignty began when 
they commenced Men 3 then there is no Preſumption to the con- 
trary ; but that ic began upon their confent: nor will they be 
oblig'd to give up their Lives, and the Fruits of their Labours 
to their Parents, meerly for their having exerciſed that Aﬀecion 
towards them in their Childhood, which Nature both requires, 
and delights in. 

Himlelf admits, that the Sons, when they come of Age, may 
chuſe whether they will be under their Fathers Government or no: 
for he places the Power in being Father of the Family ; and allows 
the Sons then to make Families by themſelves, and to ſet up for 
Independent Princes: This is plain from the in- 
ſtance of Cam; he of his own accord left his Fa- Ger. 4.16, 17. 
thers Family, and built him a City. Tl then, ſays 
our B—— they were governd by the common Father of Page 8. 
Mankind. 

So that Can, who voluntarily deferted his Fathers Family, by 
that a of his, ſert_up himſelf King in the Life-time of his Father. 

But this Man was not the Patriarch, had no Divine Nomina- 
tion or Appointment; nor is it likely he ſhould have: 
for he wet out from the preſence of the Lord, caſt off Gen. 4. 16. 
the Theocrafie;, nor had any Appointment that ap- 
pears from his Father. Either then that City or Civil Society was 
govern'd popularly ; or if he was a ——_ it was of the Free 
Choice of the Socety ; for otherwiſe he had no Right at all. 

And thus Cain bids faireſt for being the fuſt Independent Mo- 
narch in the Warld ; while Adam was under the Theocraſie : and 
this he muſt grant in conlequence of his own words ellewhere ; 
For, ſays he, when Facob and all bs Family went 
dew into Egypt , there ended their Parriarchicat Go- Page 9. 
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It appears therefore, that the Patriarchical Government was infe- 
rior to the Monarchical: And if Adam ſhould have gone to dwell 
in Cain's City, his Patriarchical Government would have ended. 

This matter is ſo intreagued, that I need not enquire. 

Vid. Gielfuſii 1. Whether there was any occaſion for theRights 
op. po/. p.5. of Sovereignty in the State of Innocence ? 
An Fuilſor fu- 


tura politia in ſtatu Innocentie ? Aﬀ.2uia fuiſſent future Societares in primis due 
priores exque certo ordine inter ſe devincte : nulla tamen fuiſſet in imperando vis- 
lentta vel injuſtitia, ſed dulcs harmonia. Hooker's Ecclef. Pol. c. 1. f. 26. There 
were as yet no Civil Societies, no manner of Publick Regiment eſtabliſhed. 


F. Gen.g.3,5,.6. 2. Whether Power over Life was given by God 
to Man, till after the Flood ? 

Targum of On- 3. Whether that Power, when it was given, was 

kelos Pobg.f.35 an Arbitrary Power ; or only to be exerciſed in the 


52 5g non way of Judicature ? 


nem hominis, per teſtes ex ſententia judicum ſanguu ejus fundetur. 


? 4. Whether the Compilers of the Digefs were in 
Digef's, LD. 1. the Right, when they ſay, That the is whereby 

| Children begotten in Lawful Marriage, are in the 
Power of the Parents ; (and that as the Commentator explains it, 


| ſo far, as that they acquire for their Parents) is, Fas proprium ciwvi- 


am Romanorum ; © a Law peculiar to the People of Rome? 
But to follow our Author to Noah. Noah as the 
P. 8. Sect. 8. Father of all them that lived after the Flood ; and he was 
their Governor too, till bus Children were too many to 
live in one Country, or under one Government : and then they branched 
themſelves into Nations, among whom the Earth as brided, 

Is this agreeable to Holy Writ? what matter for that, it ſerves 
the Hypotheſis. Tho the Scripture ſhews expreſly, that God gave 
=w_ the whole Earth, and the Power over Life, to Noah 

'T 1" 4g and his Sons; and the whole Covenant was between 
3+39>7* . Godonone part, and Noab and bx Sons on the other. 
Mare Clayſum, Upon which Mr. Seldev holds, That Nob and his 
|. 13.Certe non Sons, were; by Gods Donation, : Lords of all things 
obſcura verum }. 

Plane commu- Nt eats ; 
nionk veſtigia occurrunt, in donatione illa numing, qua Noachus & tres filis ejws, 
&c. domins pro indiviſo reram omnium fat: ſunt. 


Either no natural Right can be inferred from this, becauſe ic 


was Gods immediate Free Giftz or it ſhews that they __ are 


ult 
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adult, have Right to ſhare in Dominion with their Parents. 
Either way it curs off | the Patriarchical Power, which he would 
continue till Facob went into Egypt. Pag. 9. 

The Scripture ſays, Gen. 10. J2. The Nations were divided in the 
Earth, after the Flood, by the Families of the Sons of Noah : And that 
the Families were after their Tongues. 

He will have it to be by Noah's Children, and ſpeaks of ir as if 
it were a regular branching themſelves into Nations ; 
becauſe the Children were too many to live in one Page 8. 
Family. He takes no notice of the diſperſion upon 
the Confuſion of Tongues ; from which time, to God's ſetting 
up a King in Iſrael, he elſewhere owns that perhaps in 
ſome Nations it was the Peoples part to chuſe who ſhould rule Page. g. 
over them. : 

This, if we conſider it, will be more than a perhaps. 

Upon the Confuſion of Tongues, there were 70, as Cluveris 
Cluverins holds. Noah's Children were not ſo many Epir. Hi/?, 
as there were different Tongues and Nations. "The 

Heads of Families could not then be diſtinguiſhed, and the People 
of every different Tongue muſt have choſen to themſelves Heads, 
or have ſo many Commonwealths, or Communities without a So- 
"—_— or Supreme Head. 

When (lays he) the Fathers, or ſome of thoſe Nations, made Con- 
que#Fs upon one anotheg, as Nimrod did on the Nations about him, 2-bo 
was called a mighty Hunter before the Lord ; or when they were other- 
wiſe incorporated rogether. Theſe made the ancient great Monarchies 
whereof the Aﬀyrian and Egyptian are famous in ancient Hiſtory. 

This his great Hunter ln the Lord, or npon the face of the Earth, 
was an Ulſurper, and a Tyrant. And (2) Men of greater Autho- 
rity than himſelf, inſtead. of before the Lord, render it apainſt the 
Lord. But, 

1. The Heads of thoſe Nations, as appears, were not all Patriar- 
chical Heads, but many of them muſt have been Choſen by the 
People. ky 

2. He leaves room fora voluntary ſncorporation of all Fathers 
of Families ; in which we ſay conſiſts a Civil Socicty. 

3. Families ſo incorporated, cannot be diſlolved at pleaſu:e of 
every Individual, as his Patriarchate may. 

4, Several Powers and Necetlities arife upon ſuch an Incorpo- 
ration, of Men who have diſtin Interefts and Properties ; which 
are not within ſingle Families, . wh-re the Property is in one. 

| (a) The Sepruaginr, iverrioy wore. Vid. Sir W. Kal. f. 153. citing St. Auſtin. 
| D 2 According 
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5. According to himſelf, God had given the Power to every one 
of theſe Fathers before the Incorporation. And the Sons of theſe 
© Fathersare admitted at full age to make themſelves Families; and 
{o, ad infinitum : theſe are a Community or People. And all theſe, 
as Fathers of Families, have equal Patriarchical Power. 

It then this Power be Sovereign; when they, or the majority, 
give up their Power to One, the People give him a Sovereignty 
over them, which he had no Right to before their Gift. And 
thus, with God's Permiſlion, the People confer Power, Quod erat 
demonſtrandum,. 
Upon his ſuppoſed Expiration of the Patriarchate 

Pag.9g. in Egypt, to the ſetting up of Kings, he will have ir, 

That God's People were governed firſt by Moſes, as a 

King ; and after, by Judges of God's Nomination, or what was equs- 

walent to a Nomination. Which equivalent he ſoon ſtretches to a 

proper Nomination. For, ſpeaking of the Government among 

God's choſen People, from the Beginning, to Solomon 

Pag.19. incluſive, he ſays, There was no other ftanding Govern- 

ment in that Nation which God choſe to be his peculiar Peo- 

ple, but what was adminiſtred by ſingle Perſons. And thoſe Berſons 
Title to the Government , was Patriarchcal, or by Divine Nomimation. 

He ſeems to have put in the word | anding | for a fence againſt 
inſtances of other Governments ſet up among God's People with- 
in that time. But if the Publick Aitairs were regularly admini- 
ſtred at any time, under any other known Form of Government, 
the word | ſtanding | cither will not wy him, or qught to-be ſtruck 
out. And-I defire him to ſhew the fingle Perſon that Govern'd 
che Commonwealth of T/rael; or Headed thenvupon every Emer- 
cencyfrom the time of (2) Zoſuab, to Orhbniel ; during which inter- 
v'#), they carried on ſeveral Wars with ſucceſs, in the Name of the 
People of I/-ael. I think I need not put him to proye, that the 
Tudges in Iſrael were Sovereign Princes; or to Anſwer Mr. Har- 
r:ngion's Communwealth of Iſrael ; Nor to evade thoſe Texts which, 
befides the Propher, ſeem to place the High-Prieſt above the Teme= 
poral Judge. | | 

When God's Choſen People came to have Kings, he tells us, 
God as pleaſed ſo far to grant his Peoples requeſt, that they ſhould: be 
an Hereditary Kingdom. 

he requeſt was to have a. King, that they might 
1 Sam. 8.20. be like all tbe Nations. But himſelf ſays, In moſt 


$4) Fudger, 6, 1, Vid, Si HY; Rel. Flt f- 350. Tix: Of the-Intrrognum after 
ſofuah's Death. Et hs | | 


Nations 


—_— 
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Nations we read of at that time, it was the Peoples part to Chuſe who 
ſhould Rule over them. (pag. 9.) 

According therefore to them, who would have the manner of the 
Kings of other Nations at that time to infer a Right in the Jewiſh 
Kings ; and the manner of the Jewiſh Kings, a Right in all others; 
the requeſt of the Jews was not to have ſuch an Hereditary King- 
dom as he contends for ; but a Kingdom wherein the People mighc 
chuſe their King. 

If by Hereditary Kingdom, he means an eſtabliſhed Monarchy, 
where the People were to be Governed by a Succeſlion of Kings, 
and no other Form of Government : that might be the efle&t of 
a Promiſe made long before. And yet even that 


related not to all the People of 1/ael, if it be taken The Sceprer 


for the Government of one alone over the whole fall nor depart 
Body of that Nation : For that People was divided Judah. 
into two Kingdoms, however they might have a ſettled Mo- 
narchy ; and yet the People might have choſen the firſt King, 
and every Succeſlor. 

For the firſt King of the reigning Line (he ſays) God would have the 
chuſmng of him himſelf ; and accordingly he choſe Saul. But himlelt 
admits, That the Kingdom was not Hereditary to him. 

Obſerve ſo much of the Fundamental Law of the Jewiſh Kingdom 
as is now extant,concerning the ſetting up of a King among them. 

When thou ſhalt ſay, Twill ſer a King over me, like as all the Na- 
tions that are about me, Deut 17. 14. | 

Thou ſhalt in any wiſe ſet him King over thee whom the Lord thy Ged 
ſhall chuſe : one from among thy Brethren ſhalt thou ſet King over thee, 
Thou mayf# not ſet a Stranger over thee which is not thy Brother,ver'l 5. 

Was this a Law to God himſelf, or a Promife, That he would 
never ſet a Stranger over them ?' Or was it a Law to them for a 
Limitation upon their Choice ? If it were God's Promiſe, then 
he would never have ſuffer d them to be in Captivity to any Fo- 
reign Prince. If it were a Law to them ; then how much ſoever 
it might be God's Choice, as being within the Rule which he 
gave them ; yet it was-properly the Choice of the People. 

Suitably ro which the Learned Groriws (a) rightly oblerves, Thar 
the Law which forbids @ Stranger's being ſet over the People, is to be un- 
derſtood of a Voluntary Elettion ; not of what the People was compelled to 


do through the neceſſity of Times. 


(a) Grotius de-Fure Belli £9 Pacis, 1b. 1. cap. 4 ſet. 7. Quod lex vetas alient- 
ginam popujo prefics de voluntaria eleione intelligendum eſt, &©c. If 


(Y 


( 30 ) 

If we- obſerve the Circumſtances previous to SauP's Acceſſion 
to the Throne, we ſhall find, that though God had annointed him 

by his Prophet ; that was not a Nomination made 
1 Sam. 10.16. known to the People: the matter of the Kingdom was 
16. ver.20,21. a Secret kept even from his own Relations. And 

as the People choſe to have a King, they proceeded 
regularly to the Choice of the Man, within the limitation choſen 
or appointed by God. The method agreed upon was what, in 
ſome ſenſe may be called God's Choice, as Men thereby leave 
the matter to Chance, or to God's permiſlive or over-ruling Provi- 
dence, as ke ſhall think fit. Themſelves choſe how many Lots to 
uſe, but indeed could not put in one for a Stranger. 

God here, as in other Inſtances, as it were to baffle the Notion 
of Patriarchical Right, permitted or directed the Lot to fall upon 
Saul, of the Houſe of Benjamin ; the youngeſt Son of Facob or 
Iſrael by Leah ; and upon one who was not the Head of the 
Tribe, nor Head of a Family within that Tribe. 

Then ſays our B—-, God made choice of David. David having 
many Sons ; among them all, God choſe Solomon to continue the Suc- 
ceſſion in him and his Heirs, as he did till the Babyloniſh Captivity. He 

by his reference in the Margin, founds God's Choice 
1Sam-13.14- upon the Declaration of his Judgment againſt Sal, 
OI when Davidis notnamed; and it could not be known 
Tote i to Sawl, or tothe People, whom God deſign'd Suc- 
ceſlor. Samuel indeed had, in Saul's life-time, privately anointed 
David,\the youngeſt Son of Feſfſe ; and this was known in Feſſe's 
Family. From whence it ſeems to have been publiſhed ; but 'de- 
pending upon their Credibility, and meer Human Teſtimony, 
was not ob _ to the People : yet they having reſolved upon 
chuſing David, then took notice of this, as a Divine 
x Chron.11. appointment; which hindred not their making a Co- 
Fw wvenant with him. There was a Free Choice on their 
fide, and Stipulation on David's with a Free People ; or rather a 
mutual Stipulation and Contra@. 

Our B—-'s Notion of an Hereditary Kingdom of Man's ſet- 

ting up,is, That it deſcends to the next in the Line by 

Paget5- Right of Birth; and that this Right cannot be for- 

feited;: Yet it appears in the Sacred Story, that the 

Right of Birth which Adonijab had, upon his Hyporheſis, was for- 
"y feiced ; becauſc he exalted himſelf for King in the lite- 

7 3085 7- time of his Father. 


Nor 
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Nor did the Crown deſcend to the next after him:Nor yet does 
It appear thatGod immediately interpos'd,but David 
ſet up Solomon, or recommended him to the People ; in 

nrſuance of the Promiſe that he had made to the 1 Kings 1. 17. 
eautiful Wife of Uriah. 

And whereas he will have it, that Solomon and his Heirs con- 
tinued the Succeflion till the Captivity ; it is plain, theSucceflion 
was but to two Tribes of Twelve: the other Ten freely choſe 
their King; their Choice was approved of by God, and he never 
permitted them to return to the Houſe of David: the reaſon of 
which, according to Sir Walter Rawleigh, was, that _ 
the Kings of the Houſe of Iſael utked a more o__ = 6 amt Fl 
rate Method of Government than the Kings of Judah aid. 6 tied 

The Promiſe that the Scepter ſhould not depart from that 
Houſe, till the $6:/ob ſhould come, was ſuch an Ex- juquh Jacob? 
altation to that Tounger Houſe ; that no wonder if it fourth Son by 
had the like Effe& with our Paſſive Dodrines here. Rachel. 

But conſider the Import of the word [ Heir | in the Jewiſh Law, 
from whence this Writer would derive his Authorities; and it will 
appear, that the Eldeſt Son is not according to that, the Patri- 
arch or ſole Father of the Family, upon his Fathers Death ; two 
Parts of three was the utmoſt that the eldeſt Son was 
entitled to: And this, as Mr. Selden obſerves, was peur. 21. v.15. 
only of what was in the Fathers Poſleffion : what Selden de jure 
came in right of the Mother, or deſcended from the Succeſ.ad Leges 
Grand-father who ſurvived the Father ; deſcended E%reorm f.24. 
to all Males equally. 

How well he has ſhewn, that all the Kings that Page 14. 
God ſet over bis People, were by Divine Nomination ; 
either themſelves alone, or they and their Heirs, I leave to his 
fecond Thoughts. 

I have dwelt too long upog his Scripture account of Power; 
whercfore ſhall advertiſe him but of one Miſtake more, which he 
mighe have redtified by his Skill, in Profane as well as.SacredStory. 

T do not, ſays he, ſpeak all this while of Free States, 
or Commonwealths, becauſe I do not believe any ſuch Page 16. 
Government was known in David's time; for as we 
read of no ſuch Scripture, ſo it is agreed among the moſt Learned Hear 
then Writers, that the firſt Government every be. ho. was by Kings. 

Obſerve the reaſoning : there was none in David's time, for 
the firſt was by Kings; as if notwithſtanding there might nat 
have been Commonwealths both then and before. 


Ibid. ver. 20. 


Bug 
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Via. Haring: But what thinks he of the Commonwealth of 
44 4nd BN Ir ae], in the Interval before mentioned, between 
wealth of!/rael. Foſlma and Othniel ? 

"TX: And what thinks he of the ſeveral Free Cities 
Cluveris epit Hiſt. 9d Iflands inhabiced by Grecian Colonics in 
Tit. David: ba gs 

| David's time ? ; 
I m__ but again return to his groſs Miſtakes about Con- 
uelt. 
, 1. No Conſent of the People is requiſite to eſtabliſh the Right. 

2. Be the Sovereign in Poffeflion, poſlefled of the Soverignty 
only inthe Supream manner, tho it be not Abſolute ; yer by the 
Conqueſt of him, it was the Duty of all, to whom the Sove- 
reignty was communicated, to give it up; tho they had Power 
to maintain it, and to reftore their former King: for they are be- 
come Slaves immediately, by the Conqueſt over the Prince. And 
Page 56. tho it were in an unjuft War, if the Uſurper has no 
Paze 57. Pretence of Right, no Preſcription of time, no conſent of the 
He refers to People, but only an unjuſt Poſſeſſion ; it is a Duty to 
Pufend. d« obey him,when the Legal King can no more do theOffice 
"5 & _ wt A a King ? Is not this a any thorough Settlement ?! 

mm Thisſurely is not to be found in the Convecation-bouk 
which has been ſo much toſſed about; much lefs I am ſure is it in 
that admirable Author Pufendorf, tho the B— makes a general re- 
ference to ſeveral Sefions in his Book of the Law of Nations, as 
if it were to be gathered from thence: and yet himſelf, in the 

next Page, cites one of thoſe very Sections, which 
Page 58. he refers to, in Terms directly contradiory to what 
he would infer from him: unlefs a Prince who Con- 
quers in an unjuſt War, has a Right beyond him who Conquers 

WP in a juſt one; for Pufendof is there expreſs, that 
=_ 7&7 Goh © after a Prince is overcome in a juſt War, 7ill the Sub- 
tium VIL 7. 3. Jets conſent, the State of War continues : and there is no 

Obligation, nor Faith ; and ſo no Dominion. 

3. In all caſes where God puts down one, and {ets up another, 
this is by Conqueſt; this Conqueſt muſt be by a Foreign Sove- 
reign Prince, and the Conqueror has the Right of War over the 
Subjects of the diſpolleſſed Prince : From which Rule thus laid 
down abſolutely, there muſt be theſe ſeveral Exceptions. 

1. Himlelf excepts, and not excepts, the Caſe of a'Deliverance. 


2. Reaſon will: oblige him to except the caſe of a limited Mo- 
'narchy. | 


3. The 


8 } 

4.The caſe of a Prince'safliſting thePeople to diſpoſſels anUlſurper. 

4. All Inſtances when the People have renounced their Allc- 
giance to one King, and ſet up another from among themſelves : 
as when Feroboeam, Solomon's Servant, having headed 
the People of Iſrael, when they urged for an Aſſu- r Kings r 1.25. 
rance of a Regular Government from his Maſter's 
Son Rehoboars ; the Servant was advanced to the Go- 
vernment of 'Ten of the Tribes, after all Iſrael had 1 Kings 12.1 
renounced the Family of David. | 

Edward the Second among us, being governed by Gaweſton, and 
the Spencers, murdered his Uncle Thomas Earl of Lancaſter, and 
numbers of Great Men ; the People roſe againſt him, Imprifoned 
him, and a full Repreſentative of the Nation, in 
2a Solemn manner renounced their Allegiance to _— 1326. 
him : but comforted their Abdicated King with the nd 
Declaration which they made,chat they would ſuffer c,.,; - 2. 
his Son Edw. 3. to ſucceed him. 

Rich. 2. had been carried on in the like Extravagancies, by the 
Loyal Men of his time, the Duke of Ireland, and other Minions ; 
theſe Men finding a Storm coming upon them, by the juſt Judg- 
ment of the Nation, perſwaded the King to give himſelf up as a 
Vaſlal to France. The Nation, to ſecure their publick Regiment, 
and Laws, depoſed him, and ſer. up H. 4. a Subje& of this Kingdom, 
till they made him King. 

. Upon theſe Inſtances, and more which might be brought, ] 
would ask. .. | 

1, If there was a Conqueſt in any one of them, who was tle 
Congueror ? the Prince conſtituted by the People, or the People 
who conſtituted him ? 

2. Whether the Prince ſo conſtituted, had a Right of War 
over the People ? 

. 3- Whether ic was a Duty in all theſe caſes, to expect a Deli- 
verance from' fome Foreign Sovereign Prince, when perhaps all 
Neighbour waces nity be Brib'd. by Moneys extorted from 
the Subjes by Opprellion and Tyranny ; when all might be of 
the ſame Religion, or might have the ſame en4 in their Govern- 
ment ;'and would aflift each other to Enflave their People | 

5. Reaſon. would except all caſes, when a Prince comes with 
Title, or pretends it: 'and where he declares the occaſion of his 
Arms, or condition of. Succeſs. Theſe being uſed for Induce- 
ments to have . Right done, 'or for the Subjects to joyn with, os: 
nor oppoſe him ; are implicit Contracts ; and either of them is a 
full Þar to farther Claim. E More 
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More Exceptions would lye ; but thefe are enough to fet aſide 
his General Rule. | _- 


| ;F 2 
Thar the ſhew of read- 6. Ie muft be confeſſel, that in this Book 
ing, and the Poſitions, he js not come to his ſecond Head ; ' wherein 
are wholly beſide the 1Þ. indertakes to ſhew, That the 20rk of God 
Caſhion,nor applicable . —_— of . fir i bins 4 
ro the Conftirution of # bringing [ HIS | Majeſty emo Tow Ang ao , 
this Government, nor Was truly Gods _— uſe of hu Prerogatroe, in 
ro the preſent Debate. putting down one, ani ſetting wp another... - 


But ſince his Diſcourſe is with the profeſſed intention of ſo 
applying it ; ſurely it is allowable for 'me to try his Rule for him 
before hand,” if ic were only to perſwade him to find out other 
Topicks for the Juſtificacion of. [thetr] Majeſties Right ; and 
A bring _ [her Bajeſtp)] is of Gods ſerring up, as well as [ hfg 

This I hold, but am ſure I cannot prove it from his Rule, ap: 
plied eicher co the Caſe of an Abſolute Comqueror, or to a Deliverer; 
nor does he fo much as pretend to ſay. any thing, to, ſhew thax 
God has made [ her Majeſtp ] our Sovereign Lady. © HONEY 

The fuppoſed Conqueſt would barr her Heredjtary. or other 
Right ; and her Right, [whatever it is, will not admitot a Conqueſe. 

But the Srates of the Kingdom have declared, - That -King 
William and Queen Mary, are, and [of Right] ought to be our 
Sovereign | L,O1D | and | Lady. ] | - 

Tho this Declaration was 'made in'a Convention of the Neo 
by its Repreſentatives, not called by a King, or Queen; yet the 
Parliament following declared the As of that; Convertion,. NES 
became a Parliament, upon ating in ConjunRion with [Theft 
Majefttes ] co be binding Laws. 2 g 

And if there be any queſtion of {her Bajeſties Sovereignty, 
becauſe the Adminiſtration was placed in {his Dajeſtp] che 
A& of this preſent Parliament iimpowerivg [her Da fy to Ad- 
miniſter the Government during [hts Bajefties,): Ablence, -has 
removed that, Obje&ion. Neither before that was| her, Bajeſt»] 
a Subje& : Nor can a King make a Viceroy to a& in his Ablence, 
but ſuch an one as muſt be a Syubje&t, puniſhable for Treaſon 
againſt rhe King. | , Dro 3 

What ſhall be thought of them,,. who Swear Allegiancg' to 
[Tw9] and yer believe ic to be due ro but. {Dneg]?” {a 

This atone were enough to ſhew, that the Quorations and Poſt- 
tions in tha. Diſcourſe, are not to the purpoſe: "if it be to juſtific 
the Settlement and Submithion to it. *aY 


| 
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The beſt which can be ſaid of it is, That the Deſign is not for 
the Strength or Honour of the Government ; but of the Clergy : 
And to ſhew, that though many of them were degenerate Sons 
of the Church, in contributing to the Revolution, (for all they are 
given up,) yet in ſubmitting to it, they have done nothing but 
what is agreeable ro that Do@rine ; which (as the | 
Preface has it) has paſs for the Do&trine of the Church of *" eface, 
England, ever ſince the Reformation. 

But if it has paſs'd for the Dorine of our Church, and is not ; 
it were a labour worthy of a Biſhop to undeceive Men. ] 

If it is the Dodrine, 'why ſhould they not admit that ir 
has' been «fſemted to only for the ſake of Peace ? As they ſay 
of - other Do&trines, which the Church undeniably holds. 
And why do they continue to maintain it, when ir ſo much 
diſturbs the Peace of this Land, divided only by the means 
of it ? © 

Farther yet : Our B— muft admit, that beihg the Church is 
incorporated into the State ; the late Biſhops are duely depriv'd by 
the Law, though not Canonically. by therefore is not an 
AF of Parliament, which places our preſent Settlement upon a 
down-right Contradi&tion to this Do&rine, enough to ſet afide a 
Dodtrine which has not ſo much as a Canon, excepting always 
the Laudean, to colour it ? And which has no better Foundation 
than the' Roman Traditions. 

The Doarine, perhaps may be ſuitable to the Canons of 1640. 
or to the Oath, generally taken — Aw Clergy, not to bear Arms 
againft tbe King, or any one Commiſſionated by him. 

The Great and Victorious King Edward I. the - E 
Prelates, Earls, Barons, and Comonaliy of the Realm, yon _ | 
above Four hundied Years ago, fet up a Land-Mark '' © 
to Paſterity. Which one would have thought they could not have 
gone beyond ; declaring, That the Suje&s are to Aid the King, to 
Defend Force, and Puniſh Offenders, [ ACCO2DIing to the Laws and 
Utages of the Realm.) 

But in the terment of Loyalty upon the Reſtauration, the Flow- 
ers of ſome, falling in with the prevailing humour, and hopes of 
Preferment, made Men quit the ſubſtance of lawfully Comnijttto- 
nated ; though they wereconvinc'd by the folid Arguments of the 
Great Vaughan, afterwards Chief Fuſtice of the Cimmon-Pleas, That 
this was in effect to give up Magna Carta, and all the ancient Li- 
berties purchasd at the expence. of ſo much Blood and Treafure. 
It was therefore yielded by the Chief Advocate for a Commiliion, 

| E 2 ' withour 
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wichout the incumbrance of lawful, that it ought to be im- 
lyed. 

s Bur however,it paſt as a Snare,at a time whenit was well known, 

that if Charles II. was not a Papift, his Brother Fames was. | 

But as to the Laudeen Canons of 1640. it was the ſame Year 

unanimouſly refolv'd by the Houſe of Commons; That 
Raſh. Hiſt, Col. they do comtain in them Matters contrary ta the King"s 
24. Vol. Refolv'd, Prerogative, the fundamental Laws and Statutes of the 
Cy =__ Realm, to the Right of Parliament, to the Property and 
Ls Liberty of the Subject and Matters tending to Sedition, 

| and of dangerons Conſequence. 
Stat. 13. Car. 1. Nay, that very Partiament in which the High 
c.1- Not 100N- Church, or Laudeas Party, fo. far prevaild, as to 
ow Heels wg paſs the cramping Oath, put a pdtiating Mark of 
"  Reprobation upon the Canons of 1640. 

And the Oath is now repeal'd : ſo that if it ought to have ke:n 
taken ſtritly, the Conſtitution of the Government is now freed 
from the Invaſion. 

Bur there is a Notion which makes ſpecious Pretences to be part 

| of the Conſtitution. Which is, That this Govern- 
Diſcourſe, p. 15, ment has been made Hereditary in ſuch a ſence, that 
| a Right co ic is. given, by God alone, to the Perſon 
who ſtands next, by reaſon of Birth. | 

This impoſes upon our B— to believe a neceflity to maintain 
that this Divine Right has been ſet aſide by a Divme Fudgmen ; 
and that our preſent Settlement reſults from the Event: of a uſb 
War made by a Sovereign Prince: Or, to go in the path of the 
HOP Anſwer to Aſbton's Paper, to which our B 
An excl, #: gives his Approbation, or Epiſcopal Confirma- 
Book, (Sc. tion, "That the Right to the Government is Conqueſt. 

His Notion of Hereditary, as it has appeard, has 
Anſwer to Jſhr. no Foundation from among the Fews ; from whoſe 
pag. 23- Polity he would fetch Examples obligatory to us. 
Dr. Hicks admits, That the words Heir, Heredi- 
Pref. to Fov. zaxy, &c. never in the Latin or Greek Authors, ſignifie 
_ in that eſpecial manner, which he preſumes that 
| they do here. | 
Vid. The Fund» And it has been ſhewn, and may more 


mental Conftiu-  fylly, That no ſuch Notion has been anciently 
— Schr. receiv d in our Law. | 


proving Their Majeſties our Lawful and Rightful King, and Queen. 
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Our B— ſays, indeed, from Cerdic, King of the Weſt Saxons,. 
the Deſcent of our Royal Family is unqueſtionable. | Vogs 
If he-means, that the;:Deſcent of the Crown has always from 
that time gone in a right Line, there is no colour for the Aﬀer- 
tion. Nay, it will be difficult to ſhew the Right of the Family, 
acknow!edg'd and obſerv'd before Ins's time. ©. TS” OO 
If he means that the preſent Royal Family can. make aut 
their Pedigree from Cerdic; what is that to the inalienable Right 
of Inhe! icance in the nexc of the Line ? | -—_ 
If by Hereditary, be means no. more than. the. Inhetitance of 
a Family; ſuch an Inheritance as may folve all the Breaches, 
or rather Windings'in the Royal Line, from Þd's time. to this 
day ; we might agree, by pucring in Ie at the Head of che Righe 
of the Family. | CR 
Bur I chatienge him to ſhew, that the next Heir of the Family 
has always ſucceeded, even-trqm Þas tune, or been accounted. to 
have had Right to fucceed : ar, which is usd as a Supplement, 
that che Nomination of the Rightfu! Poſſeſſor has been always had or 
_ he neceſſary, where he that ſucceeded was nor the.next upon 
the Line. Apps | 
But to ſhew to how little purpote he has laboured, IT muſt mind 
him of the Clauſe inS.Edward's Laws, the Receyrng atid Keeping 
which is part-of the Coronation Oath ; by which if thoſe Laws are 
wilfully broken'by the King, Nec Women Regit in to conftabjr. ** Nor 
© fo much as the Name of King ſ\hall'abitte im him: : 
Suitable co.this is that Paſſage in a Speech made . | 
by K. Fames.I. to his Parliament 3 wherein he tells Cited pag. 23. 
chem,*Every King in a ſettled Kingdom is boundto * * | 
« '9bſerve the Pacttton,made to his People by his | N* Pa8:0n, or 
«Laws.in framing his Government agreeable there-- 'Conract.. ... | 
* to. And'thac a King governing ina ſetled King 
*lom, leaves tobe « King, and tdegenerates into'+ Tyrant, as 
© ſoon as he leaves off Governing according to his Laws. Im which 
« caſe the King's Conſcience m —_ to him; as the poor Wi« 
© dow ſaid to Philip of Macedon, Ei er Govern according te your 
TC Law, Aw we info, Or WRGCST TESTS 25033 
. - All chis our B-— himſelf refers to'in his Margin 3 bur tells us 
in ſuch caſe, Kings are not to be depoſed by the People -- nor, indeed; 
5 there need oft ; for it appears that they by their own ach, ceaſe 
to be Kings, and therein Coop themſelves. | 
If there were any doubt upon ſo much of the Speech-as we now 
have; there was none in the words then ſpoken tothe ſ——_— 
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Kal Alert > none that Senſe iri which they took his Speech, and 
| RS... i er Ss | 
' Fox they, to Keep hinrto his word; ant handſomely to admoniſh 
alt fn; Ringo Cheer Orakin g Prod Laws, 
wiltty repeatthe SubMtdhce of his SpeerH{irthe Prearhble to an AQ 
 *.,, of Paliament: Wherein they ſay, His Majeſty bath wouch- 
Stat.1 Jac.1.c.1, ſafed to,expreſs many ways, how far it ts jo ever ſhall be, 
- ' * from his Royal and Samcere Care and Afﬀettion to the Subjetts 
of England, 20, alter or ipnivate the Fundamental and Ancient Laws, 
riviledges, and Good Guſtonis of this Kingdom ; whereby, not only his 
Regal Authority, hut rhe Peoples Security of Lands, Livings and Privi- 
ledges, bath. in General and Particular are Preſerved and. Maintained. 
And by the Abolifping of Alteration of the which, it is impoſſible but 
het preſen Confuſion 241] fall upon the whole State and Frame 
of this ET: 

Here "4 jn effe&, rhe Judgment of Parliament, as well as Con- 
fellion from che King, ofthe Conſequence of a King's altering, 
or innovating the. Fundamental Laws, © 

Aﬀer this here will be no need to refer to Pufendorf, whom the 
B— himſglf cites; to Grotizs, Biſhop Bilſon, and cven Falkner, 
beſides many more. - ets nes | 

I need,only ask him,whether he,who affumes a,Legiſative Power, 
in diſpenceing with Laws,, would not, ceaſe 5o be King of England 2 
I bY altering, 2 Fundamental, Law, diflolve: the Srate of this 

ingdom *: | | ;6 

But, this I find needful to mind him of, which I was in hopes 
he would have atcended co ; that the Parkament has declared, that 
the Throme was vacant upon the late King's Breach of the Original 
Contrat#, anti the Abdication : whether one alone were cnough to 


- 


make a Vacancy , . it is; not necdtul co determine, for Vindication 


of the Serdement; ; both at leaſt were: And if King Fame: Cealed 
2 Jine, u on the Breach of the Cn Lea was a full 
Juſjitigation of them, who invited. over Hes Mejeby, and were at 
his ficſt Landing, ready to Fighe on his {ide againlt the Jare King. 
However if chere were, a - Vacancy, upon either, qr both of the 
Grounds, 'then . the ' Kang dom . or Dominiow was not teken from a 
Sovereign Prince ou bis Will ; but himſelf, by bes 
ows AG, diflotrel the Bond of Union between Prince Vid. p66. 
and People. | 

Now bere ,wasno King of Gods ſetting wp after the Vacancy,ac- 


cording to the B-—'s Notian ; tor,ypon the Abdication,the Govern- 
ment did not,chereby,come immediacely to their preſent RP; 
ug 
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but there was a Vacancy, till [their Bajeſties) | 
accepted the Crown : and the Parliament provided, ow Rig frm 
that all Inditments for Miſdemeanors in the In- p,gceedings. 
terva), ſhould be laid Contra pacem Regni, © againſt 

the Peace of the Kingdom or People. 

During that time it ſcems the Power was lodged in the People; - 
how then came it out of them , but by the Free Conſents of all 
that were notinfeted with ſuch Principles as are contrary to the 
Settlement ? 

I would defire him, therefore, when he treats of Politicks 
again, not to fill his Margin with Quotations, which are not in 
the leaſt to that caſe to which he would apply them. And eſpe- 
cially I would adviſe him, as he values what he holds forth for the 

rine of the Church, not to put Men in mind of reading that 
admirable Author Pufendorf » whoſe Works, if they were tranſlated 
into Engliſh, would convince all, not obſtinate againſt Convidi- 
on ; that this Revolution and Settlement (which we ſay, was begun 
and finiſhed with full Legal Warrant) is according to Natural 
Equity ; and has the Suffrages of the befſt Writers of Polticks. 

And let me intreat him, not to encourage or raiſe Scruples 
againſt complying with this Government ; by yielding thoſe 
Grounds, upon which Men may Scruple, till they find an Oracle 
leſs doubtful, a more ſare oor M#- Prophefie, than Biſhop Overal's 
Convocation-book , or this Diſcourſe of God's Ways of Diſpoſing of 
Kingdoms. | 


